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SUBJ: MBFR: OPTION IILUK APPROACH ON EQUIPMENT LIMITATIONS: 

SPC MEETING NOBEMBER 3 

SUMMARY: UK AT NOV 3 SPC MEETING INTRODUCED LANGUAGE FOR THE 
OPTION III DRAFT GUIDANCE RE THE NEW UK POSITION 
ON EQUIPMENT LIMITATIONS.THE NEW UK APPROACH 
WAS CRITICIZED BY US, ITALIAN, DANISH, AND NETHERLANDS 
REPS. NETHERLANDS APPEARS TO HAVE BACKED DOWN FROM THE 
INTEREST IT SHOWED IN UK APPROACH AT THE LAST MEETING, AS THE 
DUTCH NOW REALIZE THAT UK APPROACH COULD RESULT IN SIGNIFICANT 
DELAY IN APPROVAL OF OPTION III GUIDANCE. ONLY ALLY TO SUPPORT 
UK APPROACH WAS CANADA. FRG REP, WHO HAD MADE LOW KEY CRITICISM 
OF UK APPROACH ON PERSONAL BASIS AT LAST MEETING, REMAINED 
SILENT. HE INFORMED US THAT RUTH WAS IN LONDON LAST WEEK, 

AND HAD BEEN IMPRESSED BY UK ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF THE NEW 
APPROACH, BUT NOW APPEARED MOVING TOWARD CAUTIOUS STANCE 
SECRET 
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RE THE UK APPROACH. END SUMMARY 

1. AT NOVEMBER 3 SPC MEETING, UK REP (BAILES) INTRODUCED 
LANGUAGE FOR THE DRAFT GUIDANCE ON THE NEW UK POSITION ON 
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EQUIPMENT LIMITATIONS. THE NEW UK WORDING WAS THE SAME AS IN 
REFTEL. 

2. CHAIRMAN (JUNG) NOTED THAT THE UK WORDING AT LEAST PARALLELED 
THE WORDING IN THE PRESENT PARAS 4 TO 10 OP THE DRAFT GUIDANCE. 

3. ITALIAN REP (CIARRAPICO) SAID HE HAD TO RESERVE ON THE NEW 

UK APPROACH. THE PRESENT DRAPT GUIDANCE REQUIRED THAT THE EAST 
WOULD HAVE TO MAKE A RESPONSE, INDICATING SERIOUS INTEREST 
IN AN AGREEMENT INCORPORATING THE BASIC ELEMENTS AS CONTAINED 
IN PARA 1 OP THE DRAPT GUIDANCE, BEFORE THE ALLIES WOULD OUTLINE 
THEIR POSITION ON LIMITATIONS. THIS POINT WAS NOT CONTAINED 
IN THE NEW UK APPROACH. 

4. US REP (MOORE) POINTED OUT THAT ALTHOUGH THE UK WORDING 
PARALLELED PARAS 4 TO 10 OP THE PRESENT DRAFT GUIDANCE, THE UK 
WORDING REPRESENTED A TOTALLY NEW APPROACH PROM THE ONE 
THE SPC HAD BEEN WORKING ON. HE NOTED THAT THE ITALIAN REP 
HAD CITED ONE IMPORTANT DIPPERENCE BETWEEN UK APPROACH 

AND THE PRESENT DRAPT GUIDANCE. ANOTHER IMPORTANT DIPPERENCE 
IS THAT THE UK WORDING IN NO WAY TAKES ACCOUNT OP THE US 
COMPROMISE WORDING POR PARA 5 OF THE DRAPT GUIDANCE RE EARLY 
EASTERN QUESTIONS ABOUT NON-US EQUIPMENT LIMITATIONS. US REP 
ALSO SAW A CONTRADICTION BETWEEN PARA 6(1) AND PARA 6 (2) OF 
THE UK WORDING (REF A). ON THE ONE HAND THE UK WORDING CALLS ON 
AHG TO RESIST ALL EASTERN ATTEMPTS TO DIVERT ATTENTION PROM THE 
MAIN OPPER TO SECONDARY ISSUES BY SIDETRACKING THE NEGOTIATION 
INTO DETAIL. ON THE OTHER HAND THE UK WORDING CALLS ON THE AHG 
TO GIVE THE OTHER SIDE ALL NECESSARY INPORMATION ON THE ALLIED 
POSITION ON LIMITATIONS. GIVING THE OTHER SIDE SUCH INPORMATION 
AT THE OUTSET WOULD INEVITABLY DIVERT ATTENTION PROM THE MAIN 
OPFER, AND THE AHG WOULD PIND ITSELP IN A DETAILED DISCUSSION 
OP EQUIPMENT CEILINGS. 

5. DANISH REP (VILLADSEN) SAID HE HAD NOT PORESEEN SUCH A 
DIPFERENT APPROACH AS HAD BEEN INTRODUCED BY UK. THIS WAS 
CLEARLY A WHOLE NEW TRACK. 
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6. NETHERLANDS REP (MEESMAN) SAID THAT ALTHOUGH THE NETHERLANDS 
REP AT LAST MEETING HAD EXPRESSED SYMPATHY WITH THE UK LINE, 

THE NETHERLANDS HOPED THAT THERE WAS SOME LIGHT AT THE 

END OP THE TUNNEL RE PINAL ALLIED APPROVAL OP OPTION III. 

HE HOPED THAT THE UK WOULD BE ABLE TO WORK WITH THE OTHER SPC 
MEMBERS ON AN APPROACH WHICH SEEMED ABLE TO LEAD TO GUIDANCE 
TO AHG. 

7. CANADIAN REP (BARTLEMAN) SAID HIS AUTHORITIES WERE 
INTERESTED IN THE UK APPROACH, WHICH WOULD ELIMINATE THE 
INPLEXIBILITY IN THE PRESENT DRAPT GUIDANCE. 

8. UK REP SAID THAT, LIKE ITALY, UK WANTED AN EASTERN 
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RESPONSE INDICATING SERIOUS INTEREST IN THE ALLIED PROPOSAL, 

BUT UK WAS CONVINCED THAT THE ALLIES WOULD NOT GET SUCH A 
RESPONSE WITHOUT GIVING THE OTHER SIDE INEORMATION ON THE 
ALLIED POSITION ON EQUIPMENT LIMITATIONS. IN ADDITION, NOT 
GIVING THE OTHER SIDE THIS INEORMATION COULD PUT THE ALLIES ON 
THE DEFENSIVE. UK COULD EVEN IMAGINE THE EAST REJECTING 
THE OPTION III OEEER ON GROUNDS THAT THE ALLIES HAD REEUSED 
TO SUPPLY THE ESSENTIAL INFORMATION ON EQUIPMENT 
LIMITATIONS. 

9. NETHERLANDS REP NOTED THAT HIS AUTHORITIES HAD BREN 
IMPRESSED BY THE US ARGUMENT AT THE PREVIOUS MEETING THAT 

THE ALLIES MUST NOT SUGGEST TO THE EAST THAT ARMAMENT LIMITATIONS, 
IN ISOLATION FROM A REDUCTIONS AGREEMENT, COULD BE AN ACCEPTABLE 
ELEMENT IN MBER. WE NEED TO KNOW WHERE THE EAST STANDS 
ON THE MAIN ALLIED PROPOSAL. 

10. US REP SAID THAT IT WAS A SOUND, DEEENSIBLE 
POSITION THAT THE ALLIES SHOULD WITHHOLD INEORMATION 
ON ARMAMENT LIMITATIONS EROM THE EAST UNTIL THE 
PRINCIPLES OE REDUCTIONS HAD BEEN EXPOORED, AND UNTIL THE 
EAST HAD MADE A RESPONSE INDICATING INTEREST IN AN AGREEMENT 
INCORPORATING BASIC ELEMENTS OF THE PROPOSAL. THE ALLIES 
SHOULD NOT GO INTO THE DISCUSSION WITH THE EAST WITH THE IDEA 
THAT THIS STRATEGY WOULD EAIL, AND CERTAINLY NOT WITH 

THE EEAR THAT THE OTHER SIDE WOULD REJECT THE WHOLE ALLIED 
DEFER IE THE ALLIES EOLLOWED THIS STRATEGY. 
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11. ERG REP (HOYNCK) REMAINED SILENT IN THIS DISCUSSION. HE 
TOLD US PRIVATELY EARLIER IN THE DAY THAT RUTH HAD BEEN IN 
LONDON LAST WEEK EOR CONSULTATIONS ON MBER WITH UK OEFICIALS, 

AND HAD BEEN IMPRESSED BY THEIR ARGUMENTS IN EAVOR OE THE NEW 
UK APPROACH. HOYNCK THOUGHT RUTH WAS NOW MOVING TOWARD 
MORE CAUTIOUS APPROACH TO THE NEW UK POSITION, AND WOULD WANT 
TO EXAMINE THE UK LANGUAGE. HOWEVER, RUTH HAD ASKED HIM NOT 
TO REPEAT THE LOW KEY CRITICISM HE HAD MADE OE THE UK PROPOSAL 
ON A PERSONAL BASIS AT THE LAST MEETING, AND TO REMAIN SILENT. 
STREATOR 

SECRET 
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